A Question of Priorities 


There is a common thread running 
through all the comments and analyses that 
we have heard from politicians and press 
following the spectacular National Front 
vote at West Bromwich. Prevailing political 
orthodoxy must now be called into question, 
not because of the harm that it has done to 
the nation — for that is nothing new, but 
because of its declining usefulness as a source 
of votes. 

The Common Market and Immigration 
are issues that have been in the forefront of 
national affairs for at least a decade and a 
half, and during that decade and a half both 
the major parties have while in power 
followed policies on both these issues which 
are disastrous from the national standpoint. 
Because these policies are disastrous from 
that standpoint, it has been right to oppose 
them from their onset. 

This is something, however, which 


only an intrepid few people have done. 

On the other hand, let it be discovered 
that such policies are proving a handicap to 
parties fighting elections — a factor of much 
more recent occurrence — and they take on a 
different complexion entirely. It is no longer 
intrepid to question them, nor is it the 
unfashionable practice of a minority; it is 
good, sound politics which everybody is 
ready to take up. Let the Common Market 
and Immigration drag Britain towards the 
abyss, loyal Tories will do nothing to oppose 
them; let them on the other hand become a 
cause of lost Tory votes and murmurings of 
discontent in the party will become loud and 
clear, likewise with the Tory press. 

We thus see from this episode what is 
after all the cardinal priority of the old 
politics. It is the preservation of the existing 
power-structure. To that end great national 
issues, even issues upon which national 
survival depends, can be approached first 
one way, then the other — according to what 
is expedient. West Bromwich and other 
election results show that a pro-Common 
Market, pro-Immigration policy is becoming 
less and less expedient to those who cherish 
power. Watch now as one opportunist after 
another rushes to chuck it out of the 
window! 


Powell and ‘Loyalty’ 


Not that the anti-Market bandwaggon 
has yet attracted Tories in the majority. 
This was made clear in the howls of anger 
that greeted Enoch Powell’s assertion at 
Stockport that those who opposed the 
Market should not vote for the party. 
Implicit in all the anger was the charge of 
‘disloyalty’ to Conservatism, and this opens 
up a most peculiar scale of values. 
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For a Tory to sanction policies that 
involve the tossing away of a thousand years 
of British national freedom is apparently a 
less ‘disloyal’ act than to act or speak in such 
a way that would deprive the Conservative 
Party of five years of office. By this 
reasoning, Mr. Powell is indeed ‘disloyal’. It 
is not a form of reasoning, however, that 
does his party any credit. 

Sincere and intelligent Conservatives 
would surely recognise that voting for a 
Tory government is but a means to an end. 
No useful end is served if it is a government 
that betrays what most people understand as 
one of the first principles of Conservatism — 
that it is a national creed or nothing at all. 
A ‘Conservative’ government that acts as the 
servant of internationalist aims and interests 
is a government, surely, that has thrown 
away the substance and kept only the 
shadow. That any ‘Conservative’ should 
think it imperative to keep such a govern- 
ment in power is almost beyond belief 
except in a context of retarded intelligence. 

Some Tories have of course assumed 
that Mr. Powell’s message to people not to 
vote Conservative is ipso facto an enjoinment 
to vote Labour, and have rightly enough 
pointed out that Labour is by no means 
committed to taking Britain out of the 
Common Market. 

At no point, however, did Mr. Powell 
say that people should vote Labour; he only 
said that they should not vote Conservative. 

For people who take Mr. Powell’s point 
but on the other hand place no reliance on 
the intentions of Labour to get us out of 
Europe, there will be, at least in 50 areas, 
a clear alternative at the next Election — to 
vote for the National Front. 


When is a Race Riot 
Not a Race Riot? 


When is a race riot not a race riot? 
Apparently, when the BBC says so. 

It was reported in the news that on 
June 9th there was a disturbance in Herne 
Hill, London, in which 100 police battled 
with 200 youths. Those of us who know 
Herne Hill well needed no further telling as 
to what sort of youths were involved. BBC 
reports, however, gave no clue to this. 

The battle evidently began when police 
tried to arrest a coloured youth for stabbing 
another man. According to the police report, 
they were then ‘“‘converged on by a large 
number of youths, believed all coloured, and 
attacked with broken bottles, sticks and 
other weapons.” The report went on to say 
that four people, three youths and a girl, all 
coloured, were later assisting with enquiries 
and that coloured people went to Brixton 
police station and had to be ejected. 

When tackled on its failure to mention 
the colour of the rioters concerned, the BBC 
said that it was not “relevant to the story.” 

When it was investigated whom the 
ring-leader of the attack was, he turned out 
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to be a ‘community relations’ worker. This 
is interesting in view of the fact that in the 
last race riot that came to our notice, in 


Liverpool some months ago, the main 
instigator was a ‘community relations’ 
worker. 


Some people will surely ask, are these 
‘community relations’ workers what they are 
supposed to be and paid to be, or are they 
in fact the storm-troopers of black 
revolution? 


More Help for Reds 


Soviet party boss Brezhnev’s visit to 
the United States last month brought into 
focus again the now familiar Capitalist/ 
Communist axis. Brezhnev’s principal 
mission was to obtain a further massive quota 
of US technical and financial aid in bolstering 
up the inefficient Soviet economy. In return 
he offered the Americans the chance of large 
oil supplies from Russia to offset their own 
dwindling reserves. Every expert on the spot 
admitted that Russia was certain to get the 
greatest advantage out of the deal, as indeed 
she did. ‘Coexistence’ with the Communist 
world always operates to the advantage of 
the Communist world, otherwise the Com- 
munist leaders simply would not be interested 
in it. 

Were the West on the other hand to 
organise a withdrawal of all financial and 
technical aid to the Communists, the Com- 
munist system would collapse in a very short 
time, bringing counter-revolution in its wake. 
This would be the surest way to put an end 
to the mutual hostility and insecurity in the 
world from which we have suffered ever since 
1945. 

As it is, the Communists again are able 
to prop up their system with Western brains 
and money. In return they are able to nego- 
tiate a deal which simply places America in 
a position of increasing dependence on 
Russia for vital fuel supplies — a state of 
affairs that will make political pressure all 
the easier in the future. 

It is interesting that part of the ‘carrot’ 
dangled by Brezhnev before Nixon was a 
verbal commitment to review the situation 
of Russia’s Jews. This issue is becoming 
increasingly handy for the red leaders. By 
holding their Jews as hostages they can 
extract almost any favour from the US 
President in view of his enormous dependence 
on the Jewish vote and Jewish financial 
patronage for his political machine. No 
doubt the fact is one which Mr. Brezhnev 
has not failed to notice. 


Immigration Act Farce 


The Government Immigration Act of 
1971 is becoming a complete farce, as we 
knew it would. 

The Act did not stop the entry of tens 
of thousands of immigrants into Britain; it 
merely made it technically ‘illegal’ in most 


cases. The result is that the tens of 
thousands have been coming in by the back 
door instead of the front door. The Govern- 
ment, no doubt as a sop to public opinion, 
has now announced that the legislation will 
apply retrospectively to those who entered 
the country since March 1968. This simply 
places huge numbers of immigrants in fear of 
being exposed as living here illegally and 
thus vulnerable to blackmail, often by those 
very same agencies which contrived their 
entry in the first place. 

The left-wing, predictably, has raised 
an uproar about this, evoking from Home 
Secretary Carr an assurance that immigrants 
will not be hounded by the police to see if 
they are illegal or not — in other words, the 
legislation is purely symbolic; it will not be 
made to work. 

The whole problem of determining 
which immigrants come within the scope of 
legislation will of course ultimately be over- 
come only when the decision.is made to send 
all immigrants out of Britain, thus making it 
purely academic whether they entered before 
or after March 1968. Under this Government 
or a Labour Government there is no hope 
whatever of that happening. In the meantime 
the law is just being made an ass. 


The picture on this page should sicken 
and revolt every self-respecting white Briton. 
It shows former Colonial Secretary 
Duncan Sandys bowing obsequiously as he 
shakes hands with Nigeria’s General Gowon 
during the latter’s visit to Britain last month. 


CRAWLING SANDYS 
The pose that degraded 
the White man 


The look on Sandys’ face as he indulges 
in this cringing act adds to the impression; 
it is a look which might be that of a 
fawning courtier or a whipped cur. It 
symbolises perhaps more than any picture 
yet seen the fact of contemporary white 
decadence. 

The whole Gowon visit to Britain was 
a nauseating pantomime. This upstart leader 
of a subsidised African republic was ac- 
corded all the pomp and ceremony due 
to the representative of a major power. 
One would think from his visit that he 
had come to Britain to bestow upon us 
some almighty favour; in fact he had come 
to ask for yet another dollop of British aid 
— £39 million at exceedingly low interest 
rates. 

This aid is supposedly to help Nigeria’s 
impoverished economy and her hungry 
people. At the same time as it was 
being negotiated General Gowon’s wife was 
visiting Harrods and purchasing £1,700 
worth of dresses. 

Have we as a nation become utterly 
effete, or is it just our ruling establishment? 
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WHAT THE LETS 
NATIONALISATION 
PLAN LEAVES OUT 


THESE are 


industrial 
Britain at 


although they 


Courtaulds 


Associated British Foods 
§ Dunlop Holdings 
Shipping Industrial 


Imperial Tobacco Group 
5 British Leyland 
General Electric 


Guest, Keen and 


2 Reed International 


THE TOP 25 FIRMS 


the 
companies in 
the 
are not all 
necessarily on Labour's list 
for nationalisation. 

British Petroleum 

British American .Tobacco 

Imperial Chemical 


top 25 13 Hawker Siddeley 
Marks and Spencer 
5 Great Universal Stores 
5 B.LC.C, 
Allied Breweries 
Cc. Czarnikow 
9 Dalgety 
Distillers 
Ranks Hovis McDougall 
2 Bass Charrington 
3 C. T. Bowring 
24 Tube Investments 
Burmah Oil 
This list excludes financial 
companies like banks and in- 
surance, foreign owned = or 
controlled companies, and 
those where there are close 
arrangements with foreign 
companies, like Unilever and 
Shell. 


moment, 


Industries 


Holdings 
Nettlefolds 


Cutting from the Daily Express of June Ist 


INDUSTRY THREATENED WITH TAKE-OVER WHILE BIG 
BANKING INTERESTS REMAIN UNTOUCHED 


LABOUR’S left showed its true 
colours in its nationalisation proposals 
presented at the beginning of last 
month for incorporation into the 
party’s manifesto for the next election. 

Sweeping plans were announced 
for the state take-over of what the left 
called the “top 25’ companies of 
Britain. These included oil companies 
like BP, motor manufacturers like 
British Leyland, Hawker Siddeley air- 
craft, Reeds paper group, some brewers 
and ICI. Notable for their absence as 
part of the plan were the major 
merchant banks and many huge 
foreign-owned companies, like Fords, 
Vauxhall and Chrysler motors, Esso 
oil and IBM. 

The nationalisation of many 
foreign-owned companies is vitally 
needed as a prelude to their resale to 
British owners. It is characteristic of 
the left in Britain that foreign owner- 
ship of British industry is less offensive 
to it than British ownership of British 
industry. 

Most interesting of all, however, 
is the exclusion from the plan of the 
great finance houses. This of course is 
true to ‘revolutionary’ tradition, and 
reflects the reality that the political 
left and high finance are part of the 
same international movement. 

When the ‘revolutionaries’ of the 
Paris Commune ran riot in France a 
century ago, attacking major 
businesses, they took great care to 
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leave the banking houses unmolested. 
The role of the banks was again seen in 
their massive financial support for the 
Russian Revolution. Oswald Spengler, 
who understood modern history 
perhaps better than anybody, said: 
“The concepts of liberalism and 
socialism are set in effective motion 
only by money There is no 
proletarian, not even a Communist, 
movement that has not operated in 


BENN 


Among the 
‘national- 
isers’ 


the interests of money, in the 
directions indicated by money, and for 
the time permitted by money — and 
that, without the idealist amongst its 
leaders having the slightest suspicion 
of the fact... The great movement 
which makes use of the catchwords of 
Marx has not delivered the entre- 
preneur into the power of the worker, 
but both into that of the Bourse.” 
The nationalisation plans of the 


WILSON 
Against the 
plan 


Labour left are no more than the usual 
‘socialist’ fraud, designed to give the 
appearance of an attempt to grapple 
with the power of big business in the 
supposed interest of the ‘workers’ but 
in fact seeking only to bring an 
increasing section of the British 
economy under the heel of the banker- 
controlled Labour movement. 

So far the plan has caused nothing 
but a big row in the Labour Party, 
with Mr. Wilson setting himself against 
it. But let us not imagine the reasons 
for his disagreement lie in the harm 
that the plan may do to the country. 
they lie purely in the belief — which 
may well be true — that the plan will 
lose Labour a massive number of votes 
at the next election. 


ERIC FRAMPTON 


The Tory Party: 
An instrument for 


preserving power 


MUCH has been said lately by certain Tory 
M.P.s about Mr. Enoch Powell’s disloyalty 
to the Tory Party since he made his recent 
anti-Common Market speech. We have even 
heard it from so-called ‘anti-Market’ M.P.s. 
It seems to me that disloyalty to the Toryism 
of the moment, no matter what that is, is a 
far greater sin in their view, than disloyalty 
to us, the common British people. 

For what reason do people support 
the Tory Party and just what does it stand 
for? Is it purely an instrument to preserve 
the power of this realm in a few hands, in 
order that they may be able to rule as they 
please? 

From what we have seen since the 
war, nobody could support it because of its 
policies, for it seems that as far as Central 
Office is concerned Tory Manifestos were 
made for the dustbin; they are always totally 
disregarded the moment the Tories form 
a Government. 

If the occupants of Central Office had 
been honest with the British people at the 
last General Election, almost everything 
written into their manifesto would have been 
opposite to what was written. They would 
have told us they intended to go into 
Europe no matter what we had to say about 
it. They would also have told us that 
immigration would increase and all protest 
would be ignored. 

Anybody, therefore, who supported 
the Tories at the 1970 Election and still 
supports them now is doing so for something 
other than reasons of political belief. 

Is loyalty to the Tory Party an end 
in itself? 

Is that loyalty some form of psycho- 
logical disorder or social disease? 

Is that loyalty nothing more than a 
belief that a certain clique have an inherent 
or even some kind of divine right to rule? 


UNFIT TO RULE 


If one takes the trouble to examine 
the Tory Party and its record, far from having 
a divine right to rule,-one will see that they 
are totally unfit to rule and when one reads 
their catalogue of crimes, it will be seen that 
they are nothing more than a curse ‘to this 
Nation. Consider for a moment just a few 


of their fairly recent achievements. 

We have seen the Suez debacle, the 
Anglo-Iranian Oil Company fiasco, massive 
coloured immigration, Macmillan’s Wind of 
Change in Africa, sanctions for Rhodesia, 
hostility towards South Africa, softness 
towards criminals, allowing the IRA to set 
up No-go areas, abolition of Stormont, 
refusal to class Pakistanis as alien (even after 
Pakistan, by sovereign act, had left the 
Commonwealth), running down the defences 
of our country, dragging us into the E.E.C. 
against our will, swamping us with Ugandan 
Asians, extraditing our Nationals to stand 
trial in Eire (even when Eire refuses to 
extradite Republican murderers and criminals 
to stand trial on our side of the border), 
refusal to act over illegal immigration, and 
sitting on the fence whilst Icelandic pirates 
attack our trawlers and put the lives of 
British fishermen at risk. 


SIMPLETONS BETTER 


The catalogue of Tory Party crimes is 
long and well known and one would need 
volumes to list them all. A gang of 
simpletons, provided they were honest 
simpletons, whose only loyalties were to the 
Crown and to the British people, could rule 
better than the Tory Party. Without us, the 
Tory Party would be sunk, for they would 
have nobody to rule, but without them we 
would be better off and we could rule 
ourselves. 

Our present Prime Minister and leader 
of the Tory Party recently said that his party 
was the ‘National Party’, strange words 


indeed from the man who once said “I am 


an internationalist,” strange words from the 
leader of a party that has officially stated 
that it is in favour of World Government. 

How long will those good people who 
become disillusioned with the state of affairs 
in this country continue to take the bait 
when Central Office tells them to hasten 
down to the polls and vote to keep the 
Socialists out? Hasn’t the Tory Party proved 
itself to be at least as socialist as the Labour 
Party whenever it suits them or, as they are 
at the moment, more liberal-minded even 
than the Liberal Party. 

It would be very unwise to be fooled 


by the present appearance of liberal- 
mindedness; they are not so liberal as they 
make out. Just watch them extend the 
powers of the race relations board and 
remember how they applied a guillotine in 
Parliament when hurrying us into Europe. 
They are neither soft nor liberal-minded with 
those who do not fit in with the type of 
society that they have in mind for us or 
when it comes to preserving their own 
power. 

Much of what I have written could 
also apply to the Labour and Liberal Parties, 
all three of them being different legs of the 
same dog. If of course you don’t happen to 
belong to the dog (the established order) you 
will be known as an extremist or by some 
other ridiculous slogan. Is it extreme to love 
your own country and people and wish to do 
all in your power to put the interests of your 
country and people first, anymore than it is 
extreme for the good father and husband to 
put the interests of his wife and children 
first? 


THE REAL EXTREMISM 


When it comes to real extremism, 
nobody can beat the established order. All 
three main parties are concerned supposedly, 
about over-population, so concerned in fact 
that they sanction Abortion, Contraception 
on the National Health, Vasectomy and they 
now talk in terms of Euthenasia and a 
population control policy. At the same time 
they seem almost to be falling over back- 
wards to bring in as many alien immigrants 
as possible. What can be more extreme than 
that? 

To vote for any one of these three 
parties after having studied them closely, one 
must necessarily be an internationalist, a 
multi-racialist, a believer in their inherent 
right to rule and certainly an extremist of the 
first order and most likely a masochist as well. 

Speed the day when the British people 
see them all for what they are. Speed the 
day when the National Front forms a 
Government and speed the day when the rot 
will be stopped. 


Pass on 
SPEARHEAD 


to your friends 
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BERNARD MITCHELL 


WELSH ‘NATIONALISNY: 
AN ENEMY OF THE 
WELSH PEOPLE 


FROM what will be said in this article, I hope to make it abundantly clear to the readers of Spearhead 
that Welsh ‘nationalism’ is in no way similar to true Nationalism, as proposed by the National Front. 
English people are sometimes deluded into thinking that Wales is a country where everyone goes around 
wearing a miner’s lamp and singing ‘Cwm Rhondda’. Thus, an entirely false image of the current swing 
to ‘nationalism’ in Wales has been presented to the English public. Do not think for one moment that 
this movement can be romantically aligned with The Eisteddford, Noson Lawen, nonconformist chapels 
and the like. It is the deadly foe of Welsh freedom. We shall see, however, that it does have cultural links 
and it is these very cultural links which lend a note of the sinister to Welsh ‘nationalism’. 


I am now in my late twenties but about ten 
years ago I became a member of Plaid Cymru, the 
official Welsh Nationalist Party, for a few months. 
I quickly became disillusioned by it and resigned 
my membership. I speak only English and have 
always lived in a part of Wales which is pre- 
dominantly English speaking. Nevertheless, I was 
educated at a state-run Grammar School where the 
Welsh language and its culture were foisted onto 
the pupils. I am not being unfair when I say that 
Welsh-ism was forced down our throats. We were 
obliged to take Welsh up to and including ‘O’ level 
GCE whether we wanted to or not. 

I give you an article of facts and permit you 
to draw your own conclusions. 


A BRIEF HISTORY OF WELSH NATIONALISM 


An outsider might well be excused for 
thinking that nationalism in Wales is a purely post- 
war trend. This is far from being the case. 
Haphazard attempts at a ‘Wales for the Welsh’ idea 
had been current since the Middle Ages. In the 
nineteenth century the Liberals introduced a Welsh 
Home Rule clause into their charter. This was a 
sop to the then conservative Welsh. The Liberals 
did not mean it and neither did their successors in 
the Labour Party. Socialism took over from 
Liberalism as the chief political force in Wales early 
in this century. Welsh nationalism really took 
form in 1925 when Plaid Cymru (literally the Party 
of Wales, more popularly known as the Welsh 
Nationalist Party) was founded in Aberystwyth 
under the leadership of John Saunders Lewis. The 
party is commonly referred to simply as the Blaid 
by its adherents. It is this organisation which 
has sired the much more activist Welsh Language 
Society (Cymdeithas yr Iaith Gymraeg). These 
two movements provide the impetus behind the 
current wave of nationalism in the Principality. 
Actually speaking, it is not nationalism, but socialism 
masquerading under the banner of nationalism. 

Saunders Lewis was a disgruntled ex-officer 
from the First World War. Returning to Wales in 
1918, he married an Irish girl and embraced the 
Roman Catholic faith. He studied law at Liverpool 
University and obtained an M.A. degree. He was an 
early drop-out from society and became an obscure 
librarian with Glamorgan County Council. He did 
some writing and became fairly well known. He 
was won over to the cause of Welsh self- 
determination by the Rev. Lewis Vallentine, who 
later became the first president of Plaid Cymru. 

The progress of Plaid Cymru continued 
piecemeal throughout the thirties. The movement 
attracted little publicity and was an unknown 
quantity in large areas of Wales. Saunders Lewis 
succeeded Vallentine as its president. After serving 
a brief gaol sentence for subversive activities, 


Page six 


Saunders Lewis retired from public life, a bitter 
man. He felt that the Blaid had lost its initial 
drive within a few years of its establishment. In 
his eyes, the cause of Wales and the Welsh 
language was doomed. He withdrew to a remote 
part of Cardiganshire, where he lives the life of a 
recluse to this day. 

Lewis resigned the presidency in 1939. For 
the first four difficult years of the Second World 
War, Professor J. E. Daniel was president of Plaid 
Cymru. It was during this period that the Blaid 
attracted much adverse criticism, and justly so. Its 
policy of conscientious objection showed the leftish 
slant which was to be its hallmark in later years. 
Apologists for the party claim that Plaid Cymru 
firmly believed that Hitler would respect the 
neutrality of small nations. This is not the case. 
Plaid Cymru proclaimed in 1939 that it was the 
duty of every patriotic Welshman not to fight for 
England in what they termed an ‘imperialist’ war. 
A recent suggestion has emerged in Wales that the 
Blaid would have actively collaborated with the 
enemy had the Nazis invaded, similar to the actions 
of the Breton nationalists in France. This seems 
more than likely. Many Welsh nationalists have a 
deep, abiding hatred of the English, no matter what 
their policy leaflets say. 

At the end of the war, the presidency of 
Plaid Cymru passed to Gwynfor Evans, a lawyer 
turned market gardener. In 1949 he won a seat on 
Camarthenshire County Council, retaining it until 
he became an Alderman. In 1966 he was elected 
to Parliament. With the advent of Gwynfor Evans, 
we see the formulation of Blaid ideals as they exist 
today. 


PLAID CYMRU 


Although mistakenly called the Party of 
Wales, Plaid Cymru is in fact the party of Gwynfor 
Evans and his cronies. They preach a form of 
socialism in which they envisage an independent 
Wales taking its place amongst the mighty powers. 
And yet they claim to stand for welfare politics and 
not power politics. Welsh representation on the 
United Nations seems to be one of their foremost 
ideals. But their noticeable left-wing slant becomes 
clearly visible when one hears their views on 
defence. To say ‘their views’ is technically 
incorrect. The views are those of Gwynfor Evans, 
who is a hopeless case of intellectualism gone mad. 
In a free Wales, the Armed Forces would be kept 
to a ridiculous minimum. This can be interpreted 
as meaning that the defence of Wales would rest on 
one Infantry battalion. Most of the time, this 
battalion would be under the direct command of 
the UN and not the Welsh Government in Cardiff. 
In addition, Evans would ban outright all military 


parades, old comrades’ associations and anything 
else which was flavoured with true patriotism. But 
the thought of Welsh soldiers being directly com- 
manded by the UN is truly despicable. It would 
mean that Welshmen would be called upon to 
sacrifice their lives all over the world in the sake of 
causes which, more often than not, would be 
opposed to the real interests of Wales. 

When Lady Megan Lloyd George died, she 
left vacant a parliamentary seat which everyone 
thought was a safe seat for Labour. But on 
14th July 1966, Camarthen returned Gwynfor 
Evans to the House of Commons as its represen- 
tative. The Labour Party (elected to govern in 
1964) was suffering serious setbacks and was very 
unpopular. On a protest vote, the electors of 
Camarthen voted Plaid Cymru. The very thought 
of voting Tory is anathema to most Welshmen. So 
they chose the lesser of two evils. Amidst much 
pomp and publicity, Gwynfor Evans took his seat 
at Westminster, but only after protesting about 
having to swear the Oath of Loyalty in the English 
Language. 

Evans remained a Member of Parliament 
until 1970, when he was soundly defeated in the 
General Election. During his time as an MP, he had 
earned the dislike of his fellow Members, because 
of his Welsh language idiosyncracies, as well as the 
loathing in which his constituents held him. He 
had the audacity to claim in his maiden speech that 
he was the only MP who could honestly say that 
he represented proper Welsh interests. Indeed, 
Evans assumed to himself the title of the ‘Member 
for Wales’. As can be seen, Plaid Cymru leadership 
is not lacking in arrogance. Gwynfor Evans earned 
the dislike of the people of Carmarthen because he 
was totally uninterested in Constituency affairs. 
His sole interest lay in the furthering of Plaid 
Cymru policies in the House of Commons. 

To say that the Blaid has a policy is, strictly, 
an untruth. The three stated aims of Plaid 
Cymru are: 

1. An independent Wales. 

2. Equal status for the Welsh language. 

3. Welsh representations on the UN. 

How these aims are to be achieved is never 
fully stated by the Blaid. Neither is a distinct 
policy for the future of Wales after ‘Independence 
Day’ ever voiced by the party. In effect, Plaid 
Cymru appears to be saying, ’You vote for us, 
we'll pressure for Home Rule for Wales, and when 
we achieve it, then, and only then, will we tell you 
our real aims.” This type of vague thinking is 
always prominent in political parties whose philo- 
sophies are based on intellectualism. 

As a So-called nationalist party, the Blaid 
may sound odd to a non-Welshman because it 
claims to be non-racialist. Furthermore, it says it 
supports the egalitarian ideals of Marxism. But this 
is simply not the case. The Blaid is a racial 
organisation in that it maintains that there is a 
definite ethnic difference between the Welsh and 
the English. It naively assumes that all Welsh 
people are of kosher Celtic descent, whilst claiming 
that the English are true blue Anglo-Saxon. This is 
absurd. The vast majority of the Welsh possess 
some English blood and the English themselves are 
a fusion of Anglo-Saxon, Norman, Celt and good- 
ness knows what else. 

Plaid Cymru takes the idea of Celtic ex- 
clusivism to its logical conclusions resulting in the 
inevitable ousting of egalitarianism. They have set 
up an all Welsh-speaking hierarchy within the 
party. All parliamentary candidates are fluent 
Welsh speakers. All Blaid literature is bi-lingual. 
Their public meetings are always addressed in both 
languages, with the Welsh version coming first, and 
this is true even when meetings are held in parts of 
Wales where only English is spoken. 

Thus the Plaid Cymru claim about ‘equal’ 
status for the Welsh and English languages is 
farcical. It is just another sprat set to catch a 
mackerel: something that will make English-only- 
speaking Welshmen vote for the warped ideals and 
mediaeval romanticism of a party which behind a 
cloak of brotherly love, seeks to further the 
interests of the all-Welsh speaking and bi-lingual 


Welshmen. Those with little or no knowledge of 
the Welsh language would surely suffer if ever an 
independent Wales under the Blaid came into being. 
Those non-Welsh speakers in public and government 
jobs would most surely lose their jobs and all senior 
industrial and governmental posts would be 
occupied by Welsh speakers. Repressive laws 
would see to this. Plaid Cymru is not true Welsh 
‘nationalism’. It exists merely to further the 
ambitions and machinations of a left-over section of 
ancient Celtic tribalism. 


THE WELSH LANGUAGE SOCIETY 


In February 1962, Saunders Lewis emerged 
from his self-imposed seclusion and broadcast a 
lecture on BBC radio entitled ‘The Fate of the 
Language’. The talk, in point of fact, was a 
blistering attack on the existing governmental 
policy towards the Welsh language. Lewis argued 
that the continued existence of the Welsh language 
was much more important than home rule. Later 
that year a new movement was formed under the 
Secretaryship of Geraint Jones of Caernarvon. It 
was the Welsh Language Society, known in Welsh 
as Cymdeithas yr Iaith Gymraeg. 

Far from being the cultural movement 
which its title implies, the WLS has since its 
inception been a movement of political activism. 
In a way, it can be said to be the brainchild of 
Plaid Cymru. Most WLS members are members of 
the Blaid. It is composed of young people on the 
whole and draws much of its support from 
University and college students, as well as from 
Welsh speaking youngsters all over the Principality. 

The Society has launched attacks on various 
facets of life in Wales. Its first enemy was the 
GPO. Sit-down strikes, demonstrations and refusals 
to pay such things as TV licences in English, were 
the tactics of this campaign. The tactics paid off. 
Now all official forms have to be in both languages. 
Even driving licences and road fund tax licence 
discs are in the two languages. Royal Mail vans 
have their external lettering in Welsh and English, 
despite the fact that many postmen cannot pro- 
nounce properly the Welsh version of ‘Royal 
Mail’. This campaign has gone further. Now, even 
Army barracks and police cars advertise their 
functions bi-lingually. In public places, ‘No 
Smoking’ signs now appear in both the Celtic and 
Anglo-Saxon tongue. WLS lawlessness has reaped 
its rewards, and reaped them handsomely. 

In more recent years the Society has hit the 
headlines with its bi-lingual roadsigns campaign. 
Claiming that all roadsigns in Wales should be in 
Welsh and English, Society members have for 
several years gone skulking around the roads of 
Wales at the dead of night, covering all English- 
only signs with green paint. In some cases 
roadsigns have been uprooted and thrown aside. 
Two years ago in Aberystwyth, WLS members from 
the University tore up roadsigns and tossed them 
into the sea. Although this has resulted in the 
imposition of punitive fines in most instances, 
there have been cases where Welsh magistrates 
have refused to pass sentence on the offenders. 
One particular court case reached the public eye 
when the three JP’s declared that they themselves 
would be fully prepared to pay the fines of the 
WLS people on trial before them. This is a 
disgraceful state of affairs but one which appears 
to have been tolerated by the judiciary. British 
Justice is held in abeyance and the powers-that-be 
do not even bat an eyelid. . 

The WLS have won the day with their 
roadsigns campaign. A new decree came from the 
Welsh Office last year declaring that shortly all 
roadsigns in Wales will compulsorily be erected in 
both languages, with Welsh taking pride of place 
over English. This makes a mockery of the ‘equal 
status’ claim. Obviously, we are fast approaching 
a state in Wales where Welsh will triumph decisively 
over English. This will be a major victory for the 
forces of anarchy in the Welsh Language Society. 
Ridiculous as it may appear, the forces of law and 
order have been spurned by a few loud-mouthed 
demonstrators. Worse than this is the fact that the 


appointed government has seen fit to side with 
these demonstrators and surrender all along the 
line to their ridiculous demands. 


ARMED TERRORISM IN WALES: MYTH OR 
DISTINCT POSSIBILITY? 


We are faced with the as yet vague possibility 
of armed urban terrorism right here in this 
outwardly peaceful and picturesque Principality in 
the west of Great Britain. Fantastic as it may 
sound, there are in existence small bands of 
dedicated fanatics whose ideals differ from those of 
the usual urban ‘guerrillas’ whose exploits are now 
part and parcel of the everyday, international 
scene. These Welsh ‘revolutionaries’ differ from 
the Tupamaros and the Palestinians in that they 
claim to be training to fight purely for the cause 
of Welsh separatism. In this respect, their philo- 
sophy may be said to be similar to that of the 
Provisional IRA. Make no mistake, these potential 
murderers and terrorists do exist. Sinister figures, 
filled with a venomous hatred of England and the 
English and who want to see the dissolution of the 
Act of Unity between England and Wales passed by 
Henry VIII (a Welshman) in 1536. Little is 
spoken of these men in the outside world. Perhaps 
it would do no harm for interested Englishmen to 
know about them and to be prepared! 

It is noticeable that the authorities do little 
to hamper these thugs. They seem to operate, in 
many cases in the full glare of publicity, with a 
minimum of official harrassment. This is a truly 
deplorable state of affairs and is reminiscent of the 
kid-glove philosophy currently being employed 
against the IRA in Belfast and Londonderry. It is 
high time that a thorough investigation was 
mounted to look into the activities of these 
extremists and all other subversive groups through- 
out Great Britain. These people, whether they be 
Welsh, Scots or English, have a disrupting influence 
on our society. They intend to destroy our way of 
life and the initiative for their doing so comes from 
behind the Iron Curtain. A responsible British 
government would give these people their just 
deserts. Unfortunately, such a government will not 
be formed from the existing political parties at 
Westminster. 


WHAT IS THE ANSWER? 


It has to be faced that there is no easy 
solution to the current problems of Wales. No 
magic potion can be applied with overnight effects. 
Neither can Plaid Cymru cure the Welsh ills. 
Independent republicanism is not the answer and 
Westminster must not assume that it is the answer, 
no matter what the Welsh nats. say. Nor must 
Parliament give in to the demands of the Blaid or 
any other pressure group in Wales. To do so would 
be lunatic folly of the highest magnitude. Britain 
has a duty to despatch to Wales. That duty 
involves the maintenance of law and order, if 
necessary, and the corresponding destruction of 
rebellion. This means the annihilation of all 
subversive elements in Welsh society. To date, the 
latter aim has not been pursued with sufficient 
vigour. The intolerable trend towards a policy of 
appeasement has been shown to these people. Far 
from a cessation of their demands and activities, we 
have witnessed a growing strength both in their 
numbers and in their position of strength. If 
current Governments in London ignore these 
insurgents, there is little doubt that the Naitonal 
Front would know how to deal with them once and 
for all. Under an NF Parliament, we would see 
additional powers given to the police to put down 
these troublemakers. Undoubtedly, the Army 
could be called upon to assist the civil powers in 
dealing with terrorists, should the situation warrant 
its intervention. 

Speaking personally, I should like to see the 
founding of something like a national security 
force, an armed and trained body of men, possibly 
under the command of the Army, who would be 
specialists in counter-insurgency operations. A 


force of this sort would be suitably equipped to 
deal with politically-founded unrest wherever it 
occurred in the United Kingdom. I am convinced 
that present trends point that this force may well 
gain its first blooding in Wales. 

In the political arena, it has to be admitted 
that Wales has some very real grievances. Not least 
of these is the continual purchase of isolated 
farmhouses and remote cottages by English city- 
dwellers as weekend homes. These houses are often 
tumble-down dwellings which have not been lived 
in for a quarter of a century and more. They are 
purchased at inflationary prices by wealthy 
businessmen from the overpopulated South East. 
These are the only people who can afford to pay 
the high prices asked by profiteering Welsh farmers. 
The tragedy is that improvement grants for these 
dwellings have then to be paid by the local 
authorities of Wales. Thus, Welsh ratepayers pay 
for the improvement of holiday cottages for citizens 
from the Home Counties. The ideal way out of 
this whole situation is current National Front 
policy, and was suggested in a recent edition of 
Spearhead. The NF believes in giving massive 
improvement grants to the present depopulated 
regions, like Wales, Scotland, the extreme north of 
England, etc. Under an NF administration develop- 
ment would be channelled away from London and 
the overpopulated Home Counties and the poorer, 
depopulated regions would have their fair share of 
the financial cake. It is easy to see that the 
salvation of Wales rests with the National Front. 
At present, NF membership in Wales is tragically 
slim. It is up to those few, dedicated members to 
spread the gospel of the National Front in Wales. 


NF makes entry 
on Northern 
Ireland scene 


The National Front made its first 
serious entry into Northern Ireland politics 
on June 28th with the candidature of Mr. 
William Annett for the new Ulster Assembly. 
Mr. Annett stood in his local South Down 
constituency. 

The new Assembly is elected on a 
proportional representation basis, as prac- 
tised in most of Europe, and there is every 
chance that under this system the NF can 
win seats sooner than is possible under the 
system that prevails throughout the rest of 
Britain in which only one candidate in each 
area can be elected. 

The result of Mr. Annett’s fight for the 
NF will be known when this issue appears but 
not when it goes to press. Whatever this 
result is, it is a significant step forward for 
the NF to make its mark in Northern 
Ireland, where it has a lot of latent support. 
Mr. Annett’s election address will be dis- 
tributed by the many thousands throughout 
his area and we are sure that this will bring 
increased membership. 

Mr. Annett and two of his colleagues 
recently drove all the way from Northern 
Ireland down to Croydon to meet NF 
Chairman John Tyndall and Elections Officer 
Gordon Brown, and a very useful discussion 
ensued out of which new plans for expansion 
in the province were agreed upon. 
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SOMETIMES it is the example of a particular 
individual, rather than any special political 
development, that convinces me that the 
cause of nationalism in Britain will even- 
tually win. One person’s record of extra- 
ordinary courage and dedication can be more 
inspiring than a great mass march or meeting, 
or a good election result. One looks at such 
a person and says to oneself that with people 
like that we cannot fail. 

James Scott, who died at the end of 
May, was that kind of person. ‘Pop’ Scott, 
as he was affectionately known to his 
friends, was one of a breed of men who act 
as a walking reminder to us of how and why 
the British Empire was built, probably one 
who would have served as the perfect subject 
for a Kipling poem had he lived in the right 
time and place. 

‘Pop’ was in his seventies when he 
joined the NF shortly after its foundation. 
Many. years before he had left his native 
Bradford and moved South but he had never 
lost his unmistakable Yorkshire voice. He 
had been a lifelong supporter of the Labour 
Party, but like a great many of Labour’s 
rank-and-file was fired by a patriotism utterly 
alien to its leadership. At an advanced stage 
of life, his disillusionment with Labour had 
become complete, and when the NF appeared 
he joined like a shot. 

From the start, Pop was no passive 
supporter. At an age when most are glad to 
put their feet up and rest, he became one of 
the most ardent activists, trudging for miles 
distributing leaflets and journeying up regu- 
larly to our office, then in Central London, 
from his Croydon home to help in the 
clerical work. The hours that he put in in 
this latter capacity were prodigious. 


“PROVOCATION” 


Not for Pop the concealment of his 
National Front connections! On the con- 
trary, these were to be exhibited defiantly 
on every occasion and regardless of who 
objected. His house and garden at 15 
Uplands Road, Croydon were dominated by 
a large Union Jack on a pole, below which a 
notice board featured the most up-to-date 
NF posters. This ‘provocation’ in due course 
infuriated the local left-wing, who in 1969 
made an attack on the house where he lived 
alone with his elderly wife, in which the 
flag was torn down, bricks hurled through 
the windows and a dead rat dropped through 
the letter box. Far from Mr. & Mrs. Scott 
being scared off, they just became more 
hardened NF supporters than ever. A new 
flag quickly went up and new posters 
appeared on the board. When the left then 
threatened a demonstration outside the 
house, Pop laid his hand on the heftiest bit 
of wood he could find in his garden shed 
and, accompanied by a contingent of 
younger helpers, prepared to do battle. 
When the heroes of the left heard that the 
old man and his wife would not be alone, 
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they called the business off. 

As the years went by, Pop kept up his 
ceaseless activity. As the NF office moved, 
he kept travelling to it to help out. His 
home became the official local HQ. Later 
he added to his regular duties the folding of 
Spearhead. 

To save costs, Spearhead has over the 
years recruited voluntary help in folding 
operations. Pop used regularly to tackle a 
thousand or more copies every month. I 
recall dropping them at his home on 
occasions late at night, not expecting them 
to be started on until the following day and 
then not finished till some time afterwards. 
I would later find that he had started on 
them straightaway and had worked at them 
well into the morning. Early the next day 
they were all ready for collection. To Pop 
everything was a challenge, and he constantly 
sought to prove that he could stick at the 
job longer and get it done better than people 
half his age. Occasionally when I dropped 
the copies round he was ill, and on one 
occasion was lying in bed, looking pretty 
rough. I had a word in his wife’s ear not to 
let him start work on them until he was fit. 
No good! He took them up to bed with him, 
rigged up an elaborate table and got the job 


finished in rapid time. Where Pop was 
concerned, nothing was to be allowed to get 
in the way of the call of duty. 

In due course Pop passed eighty and was 
visibly showing signs of the years creeping 
on, with constant rheumatism hindering his 
mobility and giving him pain. He didn’t let 
up a bit but kept coming to the office and 
working long hours — for no payment. 
Earlier this year, we heard that he had had a 
stroke. We implored him to ease off a bit, 
but in no time he was back at it again, 
working as hard as ever. 


A GREAT CHARACTER 


Not only was Pop a great fighter; he 
was also a great character. Croydon Borough 
Council must have been driven nearly insane 
by the protesting letters he was continually 
sending them about their preferential treat- 
ment of immigrants in social services and 
housing. On one occasion he made a tape- 
recording of a speech on the subject and took 
it to the steps of the town hall, where he sat 
and played it all day long. This caused a 
considerable local stir. The council were in 
real dilemma. When asked to move, he 
refused point blank. On other occasions he 
would be writing to Westminster occupying 
many hours of officials’ time dealing with 
letters about the perverse moral practices of 
leading government ministers. 

Earlier this year, Mrs. Scott, who had 
stuck loyally by her husband in all his 
campaigns, died. It was evident that with 
this support taken from his life, Pop’s time 
would not be long in following, and shortly 
afterwards we heard that he had been taken 
to hospital. There he continued campaigning 
in the wards and sending reports to us of his 
progress. Then we heard, just before the last 
Spearhead went to press, that he had passed 
on at last, fighting to the end. 

What is there now to say but Goodbye, 
Pop. We all loved you and were proud to 
have known you. Long after you have 
departed from us, the inspiration of your 
fight will live on. Because of you, we all 
worked that little bit harder, kept going that 
little bit longer and had all the more faith in 
the ultimate triumph of our cause. 
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HISTORY WAS MADE at the by- 
election at West Bromwich on the 
24th of May, 1973. In a dramatic 
campaign Martin Webster, the National 
Front candidate, obtained 4,789 votes, 
which amounted to 16.2 per-cent of 
the poll. This was by far the highest 
vote ever recorded by the NF, or 
indeed any patriotic party, in any 
parliamentary election in Britain since 
the war. It was the first time that any 
NF candidate had retained his deposit. 
Mr. Webster’s vote, which came to 
nearly two-thirds of the Conservative 
candidate, once and for all put an end 
to any doubts about the potential of 
the National Front as a political force 
in Britain. 

For the NF the significance of 
this result is enormous. For many 
years we have known that NF policies 


had great sympathy on the part of 
millions of people in Britain. Only a 
small fraction of these, however, would 
join the NF or vote for it at elections 
because of the feeling that it had no 
chance of political success. The 
majority would remain in, and vote 
for, the older parties although their 
sentiments were closer to the NF. 

The by-election at Uxbridge in 
1972, at which NF candidate John 
Clifton obtained 8.2 per-cent of the 
poll, showed that at long last there 
was a sign that people were beginning 
to forsake their old allegiances and 
support the new movement. Now the 
spectacular vote at West Bromwich has 
confirmed this beyond all doubt, and 
established that not only is there a new 
party on the British scene with 
radically new policies but that this 
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party has it within it to win the 
support of a huge part of the electorate 
and eventually even to win power. 


Were the vote at West Bromwich 
to be reflected all over the country 
under a system of proportional rep- 
resentation, the National Front would 
have a hundred seats in parliament. 


And all this despite having to 
contend with the united hostility of 
the mass media. 


The implications of the West 
Bromwich result have not indeed been 
lost on the press, and in this special. 
supplement we are reprinting a selec- 
tion of headlines and comments from 
some of the major newspapers and 
periodicals as an illustration of the 
impact that the National Front has 
now made in the country. 
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THE RIGHT-WING National 
Front party has finally made 
an impact with the voters. 
The party’s national organiser, 
Mr Martin Webster, shocked the 
experts by snatching a startling 
16 per cent of the poll at Thurs- 
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By Derek Humphry 


THE three main political parties 
will be forced to take a much 
stronger line against the National 
Front in the by-election at Man- 
chester Exchange, which the 
“ extreme Right-wing organisation 
‘announced yesterday it would be 
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The hullabaloo over Lord Jelli- 
coe and Lord Lambton has dis- 
tracted attention from a politi- 
cal event of considerable im- 
portance in recent days—the 
result of the West Bromwich 


by-election last Thursday. In its 
outcome that election may have 
more lasting significance for the 
Government than the ministerial 
resignations. 

Preoccupied though he has 
been, I am sure that this has not 
escaped Mr Heath, for in the 
higher direction of the party 
organization the dangers em- 
bodied in two issues on which 
the National Front is opposed to 
the Government were recog- 
nized some weeks a perhaps 
belatedly. Those issues are the 
Common Market and immigra- 
tion. 

In electoral terms the first 
may still be as important as the 
second. I am told that this was 
probably so at West Bromwich, 
and it may be mistaken to 
assume that the appeal of the 
National Front candidate, Mr 
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Explosive 
element 
in public 
‘“‘apathy”’ 


BY C. GORDON TETHER 


THE FIRST effect of making a 
nation feel that it has béen dis- 
enfranchised by creating. a 
_situation wherein there are no 
readily apparent means by which 
it can induce its rulers to heed 
its. views is to generate apathy. 
But that will not last for cver 
Before long, the public’s acute 
sense of frustration will inevit- 
ably deepen to the point of pro- 
ducing a willingness 10 consider 
taking the unconventional way 
out. 

It is because this is the stuff 
of which revolutionary’ move- 
ments are made_ that—the 
Lonrho, Polwarth and Lambton- 
Jellicoe affairs notwithstanding— 
the most important event of the 
past few weeks is the remark- 


The National Front’s 
growing challenge to Mr Heath 


Martin Webster, was over- 
whelmingly due to his battle- 
cry “Send back the coloured 
immigrants”. Discontent over 
the rocketing cost of living, 
widely associated with our 
membership of the EEC, may 
also have served him well. 

In ‘the event, as The Times 
reported on Saturday, Mr Web- 
ster secured nearly two-thirds 
of the number of votes accorded 
to the Conservative. The figures 
were: Miss Betty Boothroyd 
(Labour) 15,907; Mr David Bell 
(Conservative) 7,582; Mr Web- 
ster 4,789; and Mr J. Church- 
man (Independent) 1,616. Miss 
Boothroyd’s majority was 8,325. 

I believe that the Conserva- 
tive Party’s very able organiza- 
tion in the West Midlands fore- 
saw what was likely to happen. 
So, too, from his public state- 
ments (little reported though 
they were) did Mr _ Enoch 
Powell. Mr Powell’s part is ex- 
tremely interesting, not only 
because his assessment proyed 
to be so accurate, but also be- 
cause the party leadership, in 


able break-through the infant 
National Front party achieved in 
the West Bromwich by-election. 
For this is the surest sign yet 
that an increasing number of 
people are-finding the face of 
present-day British politics un- 
acceptable as well as unpleasant. 

“The continuing vitality and 
authority of our institutions,” 
said the Prime Minister in the 
course of setting out recently 
his answer to the problem of 
halting the drift towards 
anarchy, “depends more than 
ever on a continuous effort of 
listening to the views of others.” 
What he did not vo on to explain 
is that such a policy will inevit- 
ably be counter-productive—and 
in a highly dangerous’ sense 
—if there is no intention of 
doing anything about what 
“others”? have to 3ay when it 
doesn’t happen to suit your own 
purpose. 


A deaf ear 


True enough, intensive preach- 
ing of the virtuous way of 
political life of the kind to which 
the Tories are. at present so 
addicted may encourage people 
to believe that it is also going to 
be practised. But in such matters 
the truth must out in the end. 

Everyone knows that Mr. 
Heath turned ’a completely deaf 
ear to what the nation was say 
ing to him about his plan to take 
it into the Common Market 


spite of the differences between 
them, was ready to accept his 
cooperation in the campaign. [t 
was Mr Powell who declined. 

But it is not merely the pro- 
spective presence of National 
Front candidates in the next 
general election, particularly in 
Midlands constituencies, that 
gives rise to Conservative 
anxiety. One of the Front’s 
policies, of hostility to the 
Common Market, differs only 
in degree from that of Labour, 
now committed (so it appears) to 
renegotiation of our agricul- 
tural arrangements with the 
EEC, assertion of the powers of 
the House of Commons over the 
application to Britain of Com- 
munity measures, and an 
ensuing national referendum or 
even a new election. 

This can hardly be the policy 
of many Conservative candi- 
dates besides Mr _ Powell. 


Accordingly—so the argument 
goes—those who like it can be 
expected to vote for the National 
Front candidate, where there is 
one, or for Labour. When their 
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against its wishes. And more 
recently he made it abundantly 
clear that, whatever the public 
at large—or Parliament for that 
matter—felt- about the capital 


‘punishment question, there was 


going to be no change in the 
law 

in the ordinary way, of course, 
the impact on the people of such 
behaviour on the part of those 
currently in power would be 
tempered by the realisation that, 
at the next election, they would 
be able to choose a Government 
more to their taste. Un- 
fortunately, there is a widespread 
feeling that, in the last resort, 
Labour cannot be relied upon to 
respect the public’s wishes any 
more than the Tories. 

As for the Liberals, they are 
now trying to cash in, of course, 
on the nation’s belief that it 
should have a greater say in the 
determination of its future by 
emphasising the importance of 
“grass roots consultation” and 
so on. In reality, they are just 
as dedicated to the elitist pro- 
position that the MP invariably 
knows best as the rest of the 
political establishment—as their 


behaviour over the Common 
Market made so _ abundantly 
clear. 


Disenchanted 


What, then, can the ever-in- 
creasing band of that totally 
disenchanted do when presented 
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immigration 


views on also 
coincide with those of the 
National Front, then the Front 
will have the vote, since there is 
nothing ta.choose between the 


two main parties. This is the 
reasoning. 
Hence Lord  Carrington’s 


recent imterest in the Front’s 
activities, not to mention its 
sources of financial support. 
Transport House is also alive to 
the possible repercussion for 
Labour. 

Considered in wider terms, 
this does suggest a need for 
fuller and more open discussion 
and explanation of the facts 
about the immigrant community, 
the social tensions to which it 
undeniably gives rise and not 
least its probable (or calculable) 
distribution and dimensions 

Matters like these deserve 
public attention and debate far 
more than any further pursuit 
of the unhappy Lords Lambton 
and Jellicoe. As the Prime 
Minister and his colleagues face 
a long summer of preparation 
for Phase Three of their counter- 
inflation policy, as Ulster 
approaches next month’s most 
critical poll, and as the business 
world continues to give grounds 
for disquiet, Parliament and 
public have plenty of import- 
ance to occupy their minds. 


with an opportunity to go to the 
polls than register a vote of 
no-confidence in what it sees 
as a travesty of democracy in 
the only way it can—by staying 
away? 

Yet when people do this, they 
are apt to find their tormentors 
adding insult to injury by ac- 
cusing them of apathy—indeed, 
having the effrontery to inter- 
pret such abstention as a vindi- 
cation of the politicians’ refusal 
to respect public opinion that 


caused it. “It has yet to be 
persuasively demonstrated,” 
said a Tory national news- 


paper recently, “that we are an 
electorate yearning for more 
intimate involvement with our 
rulers and the tasks they per- 
the success of the 
National Front in West 
Bromwich suggests is that, far 
from indicating that we are. con- 
fronted with a non-problem—as 
this newspaper argued—the lack 
of interest the public is taking 
in elections shows that we may 
well be in the presence of a 
potentially explosive one. 

A new party has, in the nature 
of things, immense handicaps to 
overcome. The fact that this 
one captured almost as many 
votes as the Tories is a pointer 
to the extent of the appeal its 
promise to respect the public’s 
wishes in matters of such 
importanee as immigration and 
the EEC is beginning to make:. 
The political establishment will ' 
disregard it at its peril. 


SN 


I AM SURE the British people as a whole 
are not aware that London is under oc- 
cupation. The postcard views are of 
another decade and if up to date shots 
were taken showing the multi-racial peoples 
thronging the streets our out-of-town cousins 
would be stunned. 

But beneath the obvious, a more 
insidious invasion is under way — one 
that will gradually destroy the concept of 
British life. Educationally, London is 
regarded as multi-racial. This means not 
that we have children of many nationalities 
learning English nursery rhymes, our dis- 
cipline and self discipline, our freedom and 
restraint, our thinking and working, but 
that there is a classroom situation where 
it is no longer possible to instruct because 
there is no common background. 

The cultures are so varying, the 
religious domination so strong and the lack 
of English so appalling that there is little 
the teacher can do, and it is the class 
that exerts its influence on the teacher. 

Under such conditions some teachers 
are saying we must adapt the curriculum 
to meet the children’s needs and aim at 
an international education rather than a 
British one. Some of us know that there 
is more than a grain of truth in the 
old saying that the battles of Britain were 
won on the playing fields of Eton, and 
extend that to acknowledge that our 
solidarity is derived from our British edu- 
cation in all its variety of establishments — 
basically we have received the same cultural 
education. 

A lot is made of “culture shock” 
suffered by the immigrant child at finding 
himself amongst another race — but no 
one ever asks about the cultural shock of 
the British child finding himself in the 
same predicament in his own country! With 
so many families living in high rise flats 
how does he learn the traditional folklore 
of our children’s play among strange non- 
English speaking races at school? And 
because his class is multi-racial must he lose 
his birthright too? 


ENGLISH HISTORY “NOT SUITABLE” 


With the extension of the school- 
leaving age to 16, there is talk, probably 
quite rightly, about adapting the curriculum 
at this age to make it more meaningful 
for the less able pupils to prepare them for 
outside employment. Attaching itself to 
this movement, and the sub movement 
for changing the whole curriculum, the 
Schools Council, which was set up by the 
Socialist Government and maintained by 
this Government are also pressing for change. 

The teaching of the Christian religion 
is under fire — it shows the difference in 
culture between the British children and 
the immigrants and must be pushed out 
of the classroom. Thus the immigrants 
retain their culture and the British child 
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MUST OUR 
HILDREN LOSE 
THEIR CULTURAL 

BIRTHRIGHT ? 


is pressed into a congolmeration of cultures 
with none of his own. This is what is 
called “integration”. 

It is also considered that English 
history is not suitable and that if history 
is taught at all it should be in an inter- 
national sense. To understand the effect 
of this I think it appropriate to remember 
the words of an American coloured woman 
on the death of Martin Luther King: “The 
blacks do so need a hero.” We may find 
dates a bore but Nelson, Drake, Montgomery 
and Churchill, whether we know it or not, 
give us our pride and heart. 


POINTING TO A TINY ISLAND 


There is a child’s school reader for 
multi-racial classes. It shows an English 
classroom with an Indian child pointing 
to a map of a big land mass and saying 
“I am from India”, and an African child 
pointing to an equally large land mass 
saying “I am from Africa”; and a British 
boy pointing to a tiny island saying “I 
am from England”. Imagine the psycho- 
logical effect: with no religion, no history, 
how ashamed he will be of his small island 
in comparison with the others (for anything 
to be magnificent to a child it must be 
BIG) and how confused he will become 
at saying “I am from .. .” when he knows 
very well the land he stands on IS England. 

Of course this movement for inter- 
national education also receives strong 
support from those who favour the EEC: 
they are absolutely delighted that the scales 
are tipped heavily in their favour. It was 
only recently that I discovered that the 
Asians in Britain have a 2 hour wave-length 
coloured television on Sundays of pure 
Indian culture by Indians — what kind 
of integration is that? It is the blatant 
establishment of a nation within a nation. 

Two months ago I found that many 
MPs have joined together to form an all- 
Party Group for World Government. How 


an MP who swears allegiance to the Crown 
can plot for World Government and get 
away with it I do not know. When 
I query this through newspapers I am 
ignored, and obviously the subject is cen- 
sored. The Chairman of a section of 
the group, Shirley Williams, M.P., says: 
“We aim to contribute certain curriculum 
strategies in schools throughout the world, 
with a view to encouraging a sense of 
loyalty to the human race as a whole in 
all its diversity.” 


TRAVESTY OF THEIR REPRESENTATION 


I think it is vitally important that 
our people should be aware of these 
pressures that are being exerted and to 
what end. Also I think that the con- 
stituents of those MPs who are dedicated 
to World Government should be made aware 
of the travesty of their representation. 

It is my firm belief that if this 
situation is not exposed and combatted 
the stalwarts of British education will not 
be able to hold on. Many are now reaching 
retiring age and the new ones coming along 
have alas only received an education from 
second grade post-war teachers and do not 
appreciate to the full the value of a British 
education. 

When one reads the publications on 
education from the left that are flooding 
the market, and I quote a London University 
lecturer, “the best revolution is one that is 
an accomplished fact before anyone is aware 
that it has taken place” — I think you 
will agree with me that it is a very serious 
situation. If only the public could be 
told and the danger pointed out to them, 
they would be forearmed and parents would 
no doubt demand a British curriculum and 
we would have Societies or Associations 
for protection for the British concept of 
education. 

In short, the people do not realise 
the protection the British child needs in 
a multi-racial school. 
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BOBS -KIPLING'S GENERAL 


BOBS — KIPLING’S GENERAL 
(by W. H. Hannah) Leo.Cooper £4.75 


Field Marshal Lord Roberts was 
probably Britain’s foremost military leader 
in the century following the end of 
Wellington’s career. His own spanned almost 
exactly the second half of the nineteenth 
century and coincided with the very zenith 
of Britain’s imperial greatness. This was 
appropriate for a man who was himself the 
absolute personification of the virtues of 
imperialism and patriotism that predominated 
in British thought during that time. 

Rarely for a contemporary biographer, 
Mr. Hannah’s views as expressed in the 
Roberts story reflect a faith in the same 
virtues. The book therefore becomes of 
interest, not just as an account of a great 
soldier, but as a chronical of empire and a 
glimpse of the breed of men who sustained 
it. Not for the author the sickly liberal 
preoccupation with guilt and racial self-hate, 
but a firm defence of the virtues and the 
methods by which British world power was 
upheld, compromised only by regular swipes 
at the military reactionaries in the war office 
from whom Britain inherited her state of 
unpreparedness in South Africa in 1899 and 
in Europe in 1914. Roberts, the book makes 
clear, was not one of these. 

Our first glimpse of Bobs, as the 
century came to know him, is as a junior 
officer during the period of the Indian 
Mutiny. One is struck by the contrast 
between the British method of dealing with 
insurgency at that time and that shown in 
Northern Ireland today. The principle 
clearly was that the faintest hint of weakness 
on the part of those in power would be the 
signal of moral victory for the insurgents. 
The ruthlessly efficient way in which the 
mutiny was put down and examples made of 
many of its ringleaders appalled those 


‘liberals’ at home who from their safe seats 


in West End clubs thought they knew more 
about the situation in India than did those 
who had lived with it for decades. In the 
end, however, the British emerged with 
vastly greater respect and more lives were 
saved than would otherwise have been the 
case. Being more ‘enlightened’ and ‘civilised’ 
today — according to the modish definition 
of those terms — we practise in Ulster a 
different code; we go half way towards the 
insurgents, and convince them that terror 
pays off. 

Much of the book is taken up with the 
remainder of Earl Roberts’ days in India, 
which indeed comprised most of his service 
life, and includes the epic of Kandahar with 
which his name has always been associated. 
Time and time again it is a story of British 
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regiments holding the fort against mammoth 
numerical odds by virtue of sheer courage, 
discipline and will. 

‘Bobs’ was called to salvage Britain’s 


‘prestige in the Boer War after depressing 


incompetence had resulted in ‘several 
humiliating defeats. In his advanced years 
he was found as a champion of those 
officers who, in the event of the Ulster 
loyalists resisting home rule, refused to be 
recruited into a campaign which would have 
resulted in them firing on their own loyal 
countrymen — a position which he, as one 
of the many Anglo Irishmen who have 
enriched the story of British arms, would 
have been the first to understand. Finally, 
he ended his life’s work at a desk at the War 
Office in 1914, in which year he died, 
serving his country to the last. 

Overall, the book depicts its subject as 
indeed one of the great figures of British 


history whose status might indeed have been 
greater still had he had the opportunity to 
command forces against those of a major 
power, equal both in quality and quantity to 
his own. It depicts at the same time an era 
of greatness in the national character which 
one must hope is not gone never to return. 


BUY A TIE! 


National Front ties now available. Red, white 
and blue colour scheme with NF emblem. 
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Things you should read 


A great wealth of literature is now available supporting in the main part the views 
expressed in Spearhead. Below we list some of the most important examples. Except 
where stated, these can be obtained from Nationalist Books, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF. I5p in the £ should be sent with each order to cover postage . 


THE MONEY MANUFACTURERS (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p 
An exposure of the present financial system and proposals for its reform. 


THE CASE FOR ECONOMIC NATIONALISM (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p 
An attack on the Manchester school of internationalist economics and an argument 
for protection and national self-sufficiency. 


SIX PRINCIPLES OF BRITISH NATIONALISM (by John Tyndall) 15p 
An independent booklet written before the formation of the National Front but 


closely in line with its outlook. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (by A. K. Chesterton) Paperback £1; Hard £2.25 
Masterly exposure of the politico-financial forces that have destroyed the British 
Empire and undermined British world power, while working for the general 
elimination of national sovereignty everywhere. 


WORLD REVOLUTION (by Nesta Webster) £3.30 . 
Perhaps the best ever documented history of the political left and its conspiratorial 


origins. 


SUICIDE OF THE WEST (by James Burnham) £1.50 
A devastating demolition of the liberal-left and its main arguments by a one-time 


left-wing author who woke up. 


THE SPECIOUS ORIGINS OF LIBERALISM (by Anthony Ludovici) £1.50 
Another clinical analysis of liberal values and viewpoints in which their futility is well 


exposed. 


RACIAL INTEGRATION (by H. B. Isherwood) 75p 
A testimony to the impracticality of the multi-racial society. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (by Professor W. C. George) 15p 
One of the best scientific exposures of the myth of racial equality. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (by Correlli Barnett) £5. 
Devastating indictment of liberalism and its role in bringing about Britain’s 20th 
century decline, political, industrial and military. Essential reading for anyone who 
seeks to reverse British trends in coming decades. 


East-West Trade: 
Lenin’s view on 
its purpose 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to EAST-WEST DIGEST, 139 Petersham Road, 


Richmond, Surrey. 

A GREAT deal has been said about the 
desirability of trading with the Communist 
powers. If we are to believe certain organs 
of the press, and a number of prominent 
Western politicians (some of whom have a 
personal financial interest in it), this is the 
best method of opening up friendly relations 
with the Communist countries and paving the 
way to permanent peace. 

These, however, were not the views of 
the man whose teachings the Communists 
have most consistently followed, Vladimir 
Lenin. Lenin saw trade with the “capitalist” 
powers as a means of building up the strength 
of Soviet Russia and enabling her to realise 
her aim of world revolution. 

On21 December, 1920, Lenin declared: 
“It is our objective to obtain economic 
agreements with the capitalist states, although 
we do not for a second believe in lasting trade 
agreements with the imperialist powers: it 
will be a temporary breathing-space.” 

It was not with any intention of 
bringing about better relations with states 
having a different social system that Lenin 
wanted trade, as he explained on 6 March, 
1922: “Trade with the capitalist countries 
is a vital necessity to us.” 

The Soviet position was explained at 
greater length in Lenin’s statement of 
26 November, 1920: “‘As long as there is no 
revolution we need bourgeois capital. How 
is it possible in a country like ours, which is 
economically very weak, to speed up indus- 
trial development without the help of 
bourgeois capital . . .? 

“Hitherto we have defeated the 
bourgeois world because it is incapable of 
uniting. Concessions to foreign concerns do 
not mean peace; it is just the same as war, but 
in another form — more advantageous to us. 
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Back copies of Spearhead are available 
in bulk at greatly reduced prices:— 


200 assorted issues 
100 assorted issues 
50 assorted issues 
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“Until now, war has been waged with 
tanks and artillery, etc.; now the war is to be 
fought on the economic front ... We have 
mapped out the road to international 
revolution correctly, but this road does not 
run in a straight line but in a zig-zag.” 

The purpose of trade with the 
“capitalist” countries is here made plain — it 
helps Russia along “‘the road to international 
revolution” and, of course, the destruction 
of the “‘capitalist”’ countries. 

* But the “capitalists”, carried away 
with their greed, were not expected to notice 
this. They would, indeed, fight one another 
for Soviet money. “It is essential,” said 
Lenin, on 11 April, 1920, “to gain a 
breathing-space ... There is no other way of 
attaining our goal... 

“We take advantages of the capitalists’ 


lust for profits and mutual hostility in order 
to create conditions for the existence of the 
Socialist republic, which cannot exist out- 
side international relationships, and which 
under these conditions must link its existence 
with capitalist relations.” 

There could, of course, be no 
permanent peace between Communism and 
“capitalism”. The battle, as Lenin said on 
25 August, 1918, was “‘a bitter life-and-death 
struggle which can only be interrupted by a 
short armistice and which must end with 
the downfall of international capitalism.” 

Patience, Lenin saw, was necessary, but 
the hour of Communist victory would surely 
come. ‘As soon as we are strong enough to 
strike down capitalism as a whole,” he said 
on 26 November, 1918, “‘we shall seize it by 
the scruff of the neck.” 

Let us remember these words when 
next we read of ignorant politicians or some 
large ‘‘capitalist’’ concern rejoicing over a 
trading contract it has won from Soviet 
Russia, Communist China (so fashionable 
now), or any other Communist power. 

The Communists, openly aiming at our 
destruction, must surely marvel at our eager- 
ness to supply them with the means of 
accomplishing their objective. 

If the rulers of the Communist world 
are as belligerent as they are today with the 
limited resources at their disposal, what 
would they be if we built them up to the 
position of leading industrial powers? 

That is a question that should be 
engaging the attention of every statesman 
in the still Free World. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure 
obtaining copies for themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain 


quantities for redistribution. 


Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a 
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postal order for the amount applicable. 
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SIR: As a member of the National Front I 
thought that you might be interested in the 
following:— 

On the 19th June, 1972 I commenced 
duties in the Finance Department of Brent 
Council. After a few weeks the department 
was re-organised and the personnel were 
split into four groups of three, one senior 
clerk and two of a lower grade. I found that 
my lower grade partner was an Indian 
gentleman who informed me that he had 
been in the job for nearly 10 years and was 
on his maximum pay. Naturally I, as a new- 
comer, felt very pleased to think that I had 
such an experienced partner to work with. 
I then began to be offered condolences by 
other members of the staff, who informed 
me that no one else would work with the 
Indian concerned and that I had been placed 
with him as I was new and was not aware of 
the situation; in other words, “I had been 
lumbered.” I very soon found out what 
they meant; he was rude, away most of the 
time, incompetent and lazy — in fact 
thoroughly objectionable in every way. After 
a while I found more and more work being 
passed my way, as the head of our trio 
couldn’t or wouldn’t be bothered to make 
this man take his fair share. I always had to 
bring matters to a head by demanding that 
the work was shared fairly between us, and 
this would work for a while but as soon as 
they stopped breathing down his neck the 
whole procedure would start again. 

After about 10 months of this I finally 
lost my temper and asked why they allowed 
such an incompetent fool to keep the job. I 
was informed that the Council was not 
allowed to sack anyone for incompetence. I 
am afraid I then made one or two apt 
remarks about it being time they started, as 
I happened to be a ratepayer. I gave in my 
notice the next day but they asked me to 
reconsider, and as I had passed my work-bar 
and was due for an increment I said I would 
stay on the strict understanding that I was 
moved to another section. Nothing was 
done, however, until the head of our trio was 
moved to another department suddenly. We 
were then split and, supposedly, the work 
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was halved between us. You can imagine my 
anger when I found out that I had inherited 
75% and the Indian gentleman had the rest. 
This happened about two months ago. Three 
weeks ago on the 11th May I gave in my 
month’s notice and this time I meant it. I 
was, of course, called to the chief's office 
and to my surprise, when I told him I was 
leaving because I had received very unfair 
treatment he said the following:— 

“Yes I know, I couldn’t agree more 
with everything you have told me, but what 
are we expected to do with a man who is 
incapable of doing the job?” 

I was speechless! 

I then wrote to the Director of Finance 
asking for an interview as I felt the whole 
thing was a disgrace and should be brought 
out into the open. I duly had the interview 
on Monday, 21st May. The upshot of it was 
that I was asked to consider moving to a job 
in the Town Hall. I said I would be quite 
prepared to do this and it was left that I 
would be contacted as soon as possible. On 
the afternoon of Friday, 25th May, I was 
informed by one of my superiors in the 
Finance Department that they had received 
a message from Brent Town Hall informing 


every month. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy 
Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th. of the month. 


me that they regretted that no vacancies now 
existed. As I had another three weeks’ 
notice to run, this seemed to me to be 
jumping the gun a little. I purchased my 
local paper yesterday and I happened to 
notice that numerous vacancies at Brent 
Town Hall for people of my grade were 
advertised! 

It strikes me that a conspiracy of 
silence exists where our coloured brethren 
are concerned. Brent is notoriously 
immigrant-loving and to a man the Council 
bends over backwards to accommodate them. 
It appears that the situation regarding this 
man has been going on for nearly ten years. 
Many complaints have been received and no 
action is ever taken. All the time this man 
goes gaily on drawing his maximum salary at 
the expense of the Brent ratepayers, and I 
have no doubt that similar things are 
happening all over the country. I am a 
member of N.A.L.G.O. and am thinking of 
bringing the matter to their attention — for 
what good it will do me! I also wonder what 
the Race Relations Board would make of it! 


MISS P. M. BIGGS 
London, N.W.10 


SIR,—You rightly observe 
in your editorial of May 3, 
that the promised ‘ benefits’ 
of the ‘Common Market’ 
have not materialised. 


Did you really think that 


they would? Do you trust 
politicians’ promises’? 


year that Britain would lose 
rather than e from being 
forced into E.E.C. Not only 
our party, but substantial 
minorities within the two 
major parties, the Com- 
munists and many non- 
=" people held this view 
00. 


It can hardly be denied 
that the majority of British 
people were either anti- 
Europe or very distrustful 
of the ‘sunshine propagan- 
da’ put out by the pro- 
Europeans. 


Despite the fact that the 
majority were anti-Europe, 
the Conservative Govern- 
ment took the step of sink- 
ing Britain into the Euro- 
pean quagmire. Not only 
did they do this arrogantly 
and undemocratically, but, 
cynically, in breach of their 
own election promises. 


We argued for year after- 


I recall the newspapers, 
radio and TV churning out 
overwhelmingly pro-Europe 
propaganda, pro - Europe 
M.P.s stomping the country 
telling everyone what a 

wonderful place “ Europe ” 

was, and anti-Europe views 
played down or _ ignored. 
The pro-Common Market 
“European Movement” had 
a government subsidy, and 
funds from banks, interna- 
tional companies and the 
like: The ‘ Anti-Common 
Market League’, ‘Keep 
Britain Out Campaign’, and 
‘Common Market  Safe- 
puards Campaign’ was 

cked only by ordinary 
people and lacked big 
money all along. 

If you examine the his- 
tory of the process whereby 
Britain was submerged into 
Europe, it is an account of 
deception, lies and chica- 
nery. These are not ‘ over- 
dramatic’ descriptions but 
accurate ones. 

The ‘Common Market’ is 
the Con Man’s Market and 
always nas been! 

“Butter Mountain” is 
only the most recent rancid 


scandal in E.E.C. and you 


can. be sure of more to 


lisation wil 


You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) 
was published in the Lewisham Borough News. - 


come. 

The sick-joke ‘European 
Parliament’ is just a kind 
of Mad Hatter’s Tea Party 
designed to suit the medio- 
crities who inhabit it. The 
real power in Europe lies 
with the Capitalist banks, 
financiers and multi-national 
companies. The British 
people were delivered up, 
on a plate, to International 
Capitalism. 

As time goes by, this rea- 
dawn upon 
them. It is no use you say- 
ing, vainly, that E.E.C.- 
Europe ‘is here to stay”, 
because increasingly you 
will find a determination 
amongst ordinary British 
people to fight for a restora- 
tion of our national sover- 
eignty and right to deter- 
mine our own destiny. If 
the Common Market turnrs 
out as you claim ‘to be a 
good thing”, it will have 
done so only in so far as it 
re-awakens national con- 
sciousness, grass-roots de- 
mocracy and a desire to 
re-establish our FREEDOM 
from EUROPE.—MICHAEL 
LOBB, National Front (S.E. 
London Area), Pawsons 
Road, Croydon. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Another Multi-Racial Myth Exploded 

How often have we heard apologists 
for Coloured Immigration and multi-racial 
society fans declare: “We need the Immig- 
rants — where would our hospital service be 
without them?” 

The answer of patriots has always 
been:— 

1. One of the reasons why successive 
Conservative and Labour Governments have 
encouraged Coloured Immigration is because 
they wanted to use the Immigrants as cheap 
labour in various Government run services, 
such as the hospital service. If the Govern- 
ment cut the waste of the taxpayers’ money 
by squandering it on foreign ‘aid’ and the 
Race Relations Industry then it would be 
in a position to pay British doctors, nurses 
and other hospital staff a decent income, 
and thus we would not need to be depen- 
dent on imported labour. 

2. Whatever benefits the hospital service 
may derive by the employment of Immigrant 
staff, those benefits are greatly outweighed 
by the tremendous strain put on the hospital 
service (and all manner of other state- 
sponsored welfare departments) by the 
demands which the Immigrant community 
place on that service, which impositions 
have caused the hospital service to 
deteriorate. 

As much has been confirmed in a 
speech by Alderman George Somers, Deputy- 
Mayor of Leeds City Council. Ald. Somers 
is also Chairman of the Leeds Executive 
Council of the National Health Service 
and Vice-Chairman of the St. James Leeds 
University Hospital Group. During a speech 
made early this June he said: 

“Coloured mothers-to-be have been 
admitted to maternity wards in Leeds at the 
expense of white women because those in 
authority have been afraid of being accused 
of racial prejudice. 

“The standard practice for any girl 
having a baby for the first time is to have 
it in a maternity ward,” he explained. “We 
are having to turn away white girls in 
place of coloured girls, who were some- 
times having their third and fourth child, 
because we were afraid of being accused 
of racial prejudice. 

“Tt still happens but this is some- 
thing we have grown to accept. In the first 
couple of years we used to get hot under 
the collar about it, but there is nothing 
we can do. Officially we have to give 
these people (the coloureds) priority because 
of ‘social conditions’. 

“We still have English girls who are 
not able to have a hospital bed for their 
first child and have to have them at home 
when they should be in hospital. It is 


the same everywhere.” 

Alderman Somers put the blame for 
this situation squarely on the Race Relations 
Acts and those who administer the Acts — 
people whom he described as ‘a bit fanatical’. 

What Alderman Somers says about 
the situation in Leeds being “the same 
everywhere” is certainly no exaggeration. 
One of my own relatives, on going into 
a hospital in North London for a difficult 
confinement was lodged, along with three 
other white mothers, in the corridor leading 
to the maternity ward. Of the 30 women 
in the ward, 24 were Coloured Immigrants. 

After my relative had had her child, 
she was put into the maternity ward for 
a couple of days, and then her husband 
was called in to take her home. The 
Ward Sister — a Coloured woman and 
an excellent nurse — was asked by the 
husband why his wife was being asked 
to leave so quickly. “Because of great 
pressure on bed space.” 

When the Sister was asked: ‘Why 
is it that these other women (the coloureds) 
are allowed to stay for two weeks or more?” 

. . “Because their home environment is 
considered to be sub-standard and in some 
cases because we think the children may 
be neglected.” 

The Sister went on to mention that 
more than half of the women of West 
Indian origin in her ward were having 
illegitimate children, and that several of 
these women were unable to stipulate who 
the fathers of their children were. 

The burden that these Immigrant 
mothers (and, of course, their sometime 
boyfriends) place on Britain’s social services 
does not end when they leave the maternity 
wards. Their next port of call is their 
nearest Social Security office where they 
are able to arrange for the responsible 
and taxpaying sections ‘of the community 
at large to support them. 

In Immigrant infested areas such as 
the London Borough of Lewisham the 
illegitimate birthrate is six times the national 
average. In the London Borough of 
Newham there are now more coloured 
children being born than white. Towns 
outside London like Huddersfield, York- 
shire, will reach Newham’s predicament by 
the early 1980’s. 

In the- face of this indisputable threat 
to the British character of our nation, 
the white majority is being deluged with 
birth control propaganda. Such propaganda 
is not so intensively directed against the 
Immigrants because the ‘population ex- 
plosion’ do-gooders are invariably Immigrant- 
worshipping liberal masochists who are 
afraid of the West Indian Black Power 


assertion that the birth-control campaign 
is a “plot by Whitey to exterminate the 
Black man”. So far as Asian Immigrants 
are concerned, a high degree of fecundity 
is an essential part of their religion and 
culture which will never be eradicated. 

So what is happening is that the 
decreasing White majority — the productive 
section of the Community — is being ex- 
pected to pay more and more for social 
services which they are increasingly being 
denied the use of, in order to subsidise 
and stimulate the rapid increase of a relative 
unproductive and demanding alien minority. 
This situation can only lead, if not checked, 
to the collapse of our society, leading to 
a period of social turmoil from which the 
extreme left-wing revolutionary element 
(who support unrestricted Coloured Immig- 
ration) hope to benefit. 

The more we see a multi-racial society 
take shape in Britain, the more it will 
be realised by common sense people that 
the policy advocated by the National Front 
that Immigrants should be repatriated to 
their lands of origin is not merely reasonable 
but eminently humane. 


Smearmongers Rebuffed 


For some time past now extreme Left Wing 
groups such as the International Socialists, the 
International Marxist Group and the Young Com- 
munist League have attempted to poison the mind 
of the public against the National Front by issuing 
smear leaflets alleging that the National Front is a 
“Nazi” and ‘“‘Fascist” organisation. 

The smear-mongers go to particular pains to 
distribute their hateful litter in places where the 
NF contests elections. In Leicester last April, for 
example, 20,000 smear leaflets were distributed by 
the ‘‘Inter-Racial Solidarity Group” the Chairman 
of which is the Secretary of the local Communist 
Branch. The result? The NF candidates collected 
more than 10,000 votes and percentages as high as 
14.5 per candidate. 

In June, the smear-mongers were out again 
with more of their trash. The result? The NF 
picked up all but 18,000 votes, and individual 
candidates advanced as high as 25 per cent. A 
similar tale of National Front advances at the 
polls, despite Red hate campaigns, can be told in 
Blackburn, Nottingham, Bristol and, of course, 
West Bromwich, where the hate campaign was 
mounted jointly by Barbara Castle, M.P., and 
International Socialist “trade unionists”. 

Does this mean that there are 18,000 
“Nazi”? or “Fascist” supporters in Leicester, or 
5,000 people of a similar frame of mind in West 
Bromwich? Of course not. NF canvassers report 
from all parts of the country that voters are angered 
by the smear leaflets because they are smear leaflets 
and because their contents insult their intelligence. 
Expressions of anger about the smear-mongers have 
quite often been recorded as coming from people 
who tell the canvassers that they are not necessarily 
going to vote National Front. 

It is quite clear that in fact the smear 
campaigns have the effect of drawing more public 
attention to the NF and its policies. So I suppose 
we must be grateful to the Reds, despite their 
malignant intentions. 
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AFTER THE reaction of the press and broadcasting 
services to the West Bromwich result, which was no 
doubt spontaneous, it is almost certain that the 
familiar machinery of mass media control went into 
operation, and that the message went about the 
papers and radio and TV that we must be “taken 
down a peg”. Indeed on one TV broadcast it was 
admitted that certain opponents representing the 
other parties got together and agreed that they must 
not be caught unawares again but must “deal with” 
the National Front. When the council elections of 
June 7th came up, we saw an example of this. 

Before the elections came up, we noticed 
that the mass media were giving what appeared to 
be an almost generously exaggerated build-up of 
our campaign for seats on the Leicester council, 
suggesting to the public that we were indeed about 
to take the council over. 

This of course was nonsense. We knew that 
there was no possibility at all of our gaining control 
of the Leicester or any other council at this time. 
From on-the-spot reports it appeared that there 
might be very outside chances of getting one 
candidate elected in Leicester and one in Blackburn. 
This, however, was not an odds-on bet, and our 
main hope and object in all the areas where we 
were contesting for council seats was to show 
increased percentages of the vote. 

When the results were announced, there was 
no doubt that our percentages had substantially 
increased almost everywhere and in some areas, like 
Staines, spectacularly so. The reaction of the mass 
media, however, was extraordinary. 

Headlining the radio and TV news bulletins 
was the fact that the National Front had failed to 
take over Leicester and in the process had suffered 
a resounding defeat! Almost identical treatment 
was given by the newspapers, whose reports were 
so uniform that it was obvious that they had been 
carefully orchestrated. All talked of the ‘rout’ of 
the National Front at Leicester and none at all 
mentioned that we had succeeded in the thing we 
set out to do — we had bettered our share of the 
polls all over the country, Leicester included. 

It is quite obvious that the mass media’s 
objective in this process was to set the NF up ona 
lofty perch just in order to make a show of 
knocking it down. We were depicted as having 
election targets which we knew that we could 
never reach — just so that when we didn’t reach 
them it could be publicised as a failure and a defeat. 

The whole effort of the media was enor- 
mously instructive. As we all know, the public 
always likes a winner. At West Bromwich, there is 
no doubt that we were a winner in relation to our 
target. The next time we had to be made to appear 
a loser, and the media almost as one man contrived 
to show us in that light. If ever an example was 
needed of concerted mass media control, this was it. 

In Leicester the National Front had 26 
candidates standing in 10 wards, there being three 
vacancies in each ward. Where the NF had three 
candidates standing in a ward simply the surname 
of each candidate, the number of votes each 
candidate achieved and the total NF percentage of 
‘the total votes cast will be given. Where only one 
candidate stood the percentage given in this report 
will not be the percentage of votes cast (each voter 
having up to three votes) but the percentage of 
people voting who gave one of their votes to the 
NF. This procedure will be followed where results 
are given for other areas, elsewhere in this report. 
LEICESTER 
Latimer Ward 
Mr. A. Bramley, 982 votes; Mr. A. Reed-Herbert, 
758 votes; Mr. D. Robson, 729 votes — 24 per cent. 
Charnwood Ward 
Mrs. B. Brakes, 856 votes; Mr. H. Fall, 843 votes; 
Mr. Matts, 850 votes — 26 per cent. 

Belgrave Ward 

Mr. J. Brakes, 783 votes; Mr. C. Corbett, 778 votes; 
Mr. W. Sanders, 720 votes — 16 per cent. 
Humberstone Ward 

Mr. J. Calver, 840 votes; Mr. R. Potter, 748 votes; 
Mr. T. Verity, 791 votes — 17 per cent. 

Evington Ward _ 

Mr.G. Eustace, 860 votes; Mr. Harbidge, 794 votes; 
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Council Elections: NF 
Triumphs Played 


Down by Mass Media 


Mr. Long, 775 votes — 20 per cent. 

Abbey Ward 

Mrs. J. Silverwood, 693 votes; Mr. R. Silverwood, 
706 votes; Mr. G. Vaughan, 572 votes — 16 per cent. 
Aylestone Ward 

Mr. J. Kynaston, 540 votes; Mr. W. Newcombe, 513 
votes; Mr. F. Flanagan, 480 votes — 13.5 per cent. 
Westcotes Ward 

Mr. D. Arnull, 445 votes; Mr. S. Williams, 474 votes; 
Mr. K. Yates, 444 votes — 11 per cent. 

St. Margaret’s Ward 

Mrs. A. Reed-Herbert, 357 votes — 13.5 per cent. 
Spinney Hill Ward 

Mrs. B. Saunders, 425 votes — 7.5 per cent. 

This was clearly a magnificent effort by 
Leicester Branch, and it resulted in six NF can- 
didates beating six Conservative candidates (in the 
Latimer and Charnwood wards) and causing a 
number of once ‘safe’ Conservative seats to go 
marginal. 


BLACKBURN RESULTS 


The campaign mounted by the Blackburn 
Branch in the Blackburn District Council elections 
was also extremely successful in terms of increased 
numbers of candidates and increased percentages 
of the poll. 

In April the Branch had two candidates 
standing for County wards which comprised two 
city wards each. This June the Branch fought in 
five City wards, with two candidates in one ward 
and one candidate each in the other four wards. 
There were three vacancies in each ward. 
BLACKBURN 
St. Thomas’ Ward 
Mr. E. Adamson, 468 votes — 24.7 per cent. 

St. Matthews Ward 

Mrs. V. Hopwood, 274 votes — 21.7 per cent. 

St. Andrews Ward 

Mr. F. Bull, 553 votes — 21.6 per cent. 

Park Ward 

Mr. F. Mitton, 480 votes; Mr. J. Read, 436 votes 
— 24 per cent. 

St. Judes Ward 

Mr. G. Hughes, 768 votes — 25.6 per cent. 

In a very much reduced poll compared to 
the April elections the National Front was able to 
increase its average percentage of the poll by about 
5 per cent, from 18.9 to 23.7 per cent. In only 
eighteen months the Branch has been able to 
persuade nearly one quarter of the voting electorate 
to break the voting habits of a lifetime and support 
the National Front. 

One thing would seem to exercise the mind 
of the Blackburn Labour Party, according to all 
reports: if the NF is able to sustain this level of 
support at the General Election then it is certain 
that the hated Barbara Castle will no longer be the 
Member for Blackburn in Parliament. 


BRISTOL RESULTS 


Bristol is not an area where the NF has, at 
any rate in the past, done particularly well in 
elections, it having few of the problems which 
beset so many other cities. In the past we have 
come to accept NF candidates bringing in per- 


centages ranging from 2 to 7. 

We were surprised and pleased to see that in 
this June’s Bristol District Council elections Bristol 
Branch candidates were able to attract the support 
of up to 17 per cent of the electorate — a staggering 
increase on all their previous performances. The 
NF had one candidate standing in four wards, each 
of which offered three vacancies. 

BRISTOL 

Bedminster Ward 

Mr. D. Hales, 189 votes — 7.8 per cent. 
St. George West Ward 

Mr. A. Nelms, 238 votes — 10.2 per cent. 
Somerset Ward 

Mr. P. Thomas, 424 votes — 17.7 per cent. 
Windmill Hill Ward 

Mr. R. Bale, 326 votes — 17.2 per cent. 

These results show not only how hard the 
Branch has been working, but also that it has 
completely overcome the internal difficulties which 
beset it a year ago. The results greatly encourage 
the Branch with its plan to put up at least one 
candidate in the General Election. 


For the first time, Nottingham Branch joined 
the elections fray with two candidates standing in 
the Nottingham District Council elections. The 
effort the Branch made was well worth the 
outcome, as the following results indicate. There 
were three vacancies in each ward. 

NOTTINGHAM 

Carlton Hill Ward 

Mr. C. Marriott, 481 votes — 22.0 per cent. 
Portland Ward 

Mr. D. Caine, 539 votes — 14.0 per cent. 

Another remarkable first effort was mounted 
by the very new Bournemouth Branch in the 
Bournemouth District Council elections, with one 
candidate standing in a ward with two vacancies. 
BOURNEMOUTH 
Winton Ward 
Mr. M. Hayes, 312 votes — 15 per cent. 

One of the most successful single candidate 
campaigns run by a new unit of the National 
Front was mounted by Staines Group, Middlesex. 
In two previous local election efforts earlier this 
year the Group’s candidate, Mr. Eric Butterfield, 
won about 7.0 per cent of the poll. But on 7th 
June he beat a Conservative and achieved 24.9 
per cent of the total votes cast. 

STAINES 
(Spelthorne District Council) 
Stanwell Ward 


‘Mr. E. Butterfield, 612 votes — 24.9 per cent. 


Dartford Branch was another unit entering 
election work for the first time on 7th June. The 
Branch stood three candidates in the St. Albans and 
Town Ward of Dartford District Council and 
achieved a very impressive first percentage of 13.5. 
DARTFORD 
St. Albans and Town Ward 
Mr. R. Aldous, 213 votes; Mr. D. Herrington, 173 
votes: Mr. K. Follett, 163 votes — 13.5 per cent. 

Brighton Branch nominated two candidates 
this June — one for Hove District Council, the 
other for Brighton District Council. Both can- 
didates increased their percentage when compared 
to the results achieved in the same elections last 
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Oldham: NF makes a start (Central Fund 


Oldham, Lancashire, is the latest area 
where the National Front has become 
established in the North of England. 

Just over a month ago the Oldham 
group ‘held its inaugural meeting in the 
town. The meeting was chaired by Mr. Fred 
Durkin, the local organiser and addressed by 
North of England organiser Walter Barton 


and Huddersfield branch Chairman Mrs. Rita 


Buckley. Mr. Frank Heath was elected 
Chairman of the group and Mr. Stewart 
Boardman was elected Secretary. The 


» 


OLDHAM MEETING 


meeting was attended by over 40 members. 
Mr. Durkin and his colleagues have 
worked extremely hard to build the Oldham 
group in the short time in which there has 
been NF activity in the town, and a special 
mention must be made of the oldest local 
member, Mr. D. Robertson of nearby 
Rochdale, who, although well over 70, has 
distributed many leaflets in his area which 
have contributed to the group’s success. 
Oldham now joins a rapidly expanding 
network of Lancashire branches and groups. 


A section of the audience 


READ SPARK 


Spark is the National Front paper for 
students. It is published each university 
term by the National Front Students’ 
Association. Get Spark into your local 
university, college or school. Copies may be 
obtained at 2p each or 1p each for quantities 
of 50 or over, with a charge of 20p in the 
£ to cover postage, from: NFSA, 50 Pawsons 
Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
edited by 


A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 


Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


The National Front has launched a 
Central Fund for the purpose of meeting its 
administrative expenses in the fighting of 
the next General Election, in which it aims 
to put up 50 candidates. This fund is not to 
be confused with local branch funds. 

Branch funds will aim to raise the 
required sum for the fighting of their 
constituency campaigns, i.e. the placing of 
candidates’ deposits, the printing of their 
election literature and other general expenses. 

The Central Fund is to cover the ex- 
pense of administering the whole election 
campaign from headquarters and will include 
the extension of full time secretarial ‘and 
organisational staff as its main item. 

The Central Fund has been set a target 
of £10,000 a year for the next two years, 
starting from the 1st June 1973. 

Contributions and pledges for the first 
year, 1973—74, have so far totalled £1,638. 

We urge all supporters of the National 
Front to give generously so that we may raise 
the desired figure or at least get a substantial 
part of the way towards it. Contributions 
should be addressed to the National Front, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QF. 
Cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to National Front, No. 2 account. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Thanks to the response of our readers, 
the figure required to reach our target for 
the year 1973 has now been met. Provided 
that amounts totalling £200 which have been 
promised for the year are forthcoming, we 
shall not need to make any more appeals 
until 1974. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”’. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 


puts 
Britain 


First 


The National Front needs money. 


The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


It needs the funds to 


print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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NF TRIUMPHS PLAYED DOWN 


BY MASS MEDIA 
Contd. from page 18 


year. In fact the Hove candidate more than 
doubled his percentage. 

BRIGHTON 

(Brighton District Council). 

Lewes Road Ward 

Mrs. C. Pirie, 122 votes — 5.7 per cent. 

(Hove District Council) 

Knoll Ward 

Mr. E. Budden, 278 votes — 12.2 per cent. 

Norwich Branch nominated one candidate 
for Norwich District Council, standing in the same 
ward he contested in the April County Council 
election. Even though the total poll was greatly 
reduced this June he still managed to increase the 
number of.his votes and his percentage. 

NORWICH 
Coslany Ward 
Mr. W. Fitt, 170 votes — 9.0 per cent. 

Canterbury Group nominated its first ever 
election candidate in the Canterbury District 
Council elections. Due to the newness of the 
Group and the fact that the ward was contested 
by a large number of candidates, its offering four 
vacancies, the NF percentage of the poll was not 
big. But a start has been made and the Group has 
won many new contacts as a result of its efforts. 
CANTERBURY 
Westgate Ward 
Mr. S. D. Hooper, 230 votes — 4.0 per cent. 


CONCLUSIONS ON RESULTS 


It is noteworthy that none of the newspapers 
who claimed that the NF had done badly in the 
District Council elections quoted any of the 
percentages which NF candidates actually achieved, 
much less contrasted their results to previous 
election performances. Had they done so then a 
complete nonsense would have been made of their 
campaign to denigrate the undoubted progress of 
the NF. 

Those NF members who have been active for 
several years will remember the time when only 
very few candidates were nominated by the party 
on a nation-wide basis, and that we were quite 
happy to report anything between 5S and 10 per 
cent as “very encouraging results” and anything 
over 12 per cent as a “spectacular achievement’”’. 
As the results given above show, NF percentages 
of more than 10 are usual, with results over 20 
per cent quite common. 

When one bears in mind the incredible 
disadvantages which a new political party faces — 
the two party voting habits of the electorate, 
massive Press and TV hostility, tightly stretched 
funds, to name but a few — the steady and in many 
cases remarkable advances which the NF has made 
in seven years is a great achievement. 

There can be no doubt that in terms of 
numbers of candidates nominated, in volume and 
quality of literature distributed, in professionalism 
of organisation and, above all, in terms of hard 
results no other ‘Right Wing” organisation can 
hold a light to the National Front. 


A.G.M. 1973 


This is to inform all National Front 
members that the NF Annual General 
Meeting for 1973 will take place at Conway 
Hall, Red Lion Square, London W.C.1 on 
Saturday, October 13th, beginning at 10.30 
a.m. 

The NF hopes for a good attendance 
this year and hopes that this early notice will 
enable people to start making their plans to 
come to London now. 


Page twenty 


HATH NO 


THAN THIS 


GREATER LOVE 


MAN 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to THE ORANGE CROSS 


WE HAVE the greatest respect for the wishes 
of the British people. We even have sympathy 
for the British Labour M.P.s and some 
misguided British women who are petitioning 
to “BRING THE BRITISH TROOPS HOME.” 
To this we reply. Please come over to 
Northern Ireland and visit every city, every 
town, every village. In each one of them 
there is something we want you to see, 
something we revere, something we cherish. 
This something, ladies and gentlemen, is A 
WAR MEMORIAL! 

On these memorials you will see list 
after list of names. All are followed by the 
words: KILLED IN ACTION. 

All of these, of course, are Ulstermen 
who gave their lives in two world wars in the 
‘Cause of Freedom’. These men, ladies and 
gentlemen, were not pressed men, neither 
were they conscripts. They were Volunteers, 
ladies and gentlemen, ULSTER VOLUN- 
TEERS. They gave their all in Britain’s cause 
and never once did we hear one Ulster 
mother, one Ulster wife, one Ulster daughter, 
or one Ulster sweetheart, mount a campaign 
to bring back the Ulster boys from Mons or 
Ypres, from the Dardanelles or from Malaya, 
from El Alamein or from Burma. Did you 
ever hear of the Somme you English ladies 
who complain? Perhaps we could have the 
temerity to enlighten you. The ‘SOMME’ is 
a name to which every Ulster home pays 
homage because there were few Ulster homes 
which did not suffer from the carnage 
inflicted on that day. The date, Ist July, 
1916. It was the Anniversary of the Battle of 
the Boyne and that Somme Charge when the 
men shouted “Remember the Boyne” will be 


for ever a glorious page in Ulster history. 
Major Gaffikin of the West Belfast Volunteers 


(U.V.F.) led his men over the ‘TOP’ wearing ’ 


an Orange Handkerchief. Read the words 
you ladies and you Labour M.P.s of an 
English gentleman, “General Rawlinson’, 
who said: “Our gallant Ulster fellows marched 
into an alley of death shouting “NO 
SURRENDER”. I wish I had been born an 
Ulsterman, but I am proud to have been 
associated with these wonderful men — the 
most gallant in the World. Many an Ulster 
family will have lost ason- or father out here.” 
During the 1st/2nd July the Ulster Division 
suffered 5,200 casualties (including 250 
officers) most of which were killed and 
missing. 


DECORATIONS WON 


Wigthite Cross 9 
D.S:0. e 71 
Military Cross 459 
D.C.M. ae 173 
M.M. ... 1294 
M.S.M. aS ae 118 
French & Belgian ... S12 
TOTAL 2436 

Here, ladies and gentlemen (and 


Labour M.P.s) are 10,000 good logical reasons 
why the troops WILL stay. Perhaps you 
good intentioned ladies will remember this on 
the next occasion you decide to raise a 
Petition. The British troops are OUR troops 
— The British Army — OUR Army, every 
bit as much as they are YOURS. 

REMEMBER LADIES THE Ist July, 
1916. 


Lord Carson inspecting Ulster volunteers in World War I 
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